The Covenant Presbyterian Church 


THE REVEREND ROSS MILLER, PH. D.,, MINISTER 
SPRINGFIELD, OHIO 


December 2, 19357 


Miss Anna I, McKinney, 
Editor of The Presbyterian, 
lel? Market 5;. 
Philadelphia, Da, 


Dear liiss McKinney: 


We of Covenant Church want to express 
our gratitude to"The Presbyterian "for 
supporting us in our program of Reli- 
gious iducation by giving us those 
lovely Bibles for distribution to the 
boys who committed the catechism and 
a great deal of scripture to memory. 
I think we had an impressive service 
on the occasion of the presenting of 
the Bibles to the boys last sunday, 
and + believe an impression was made 
upon some of the Junior boys , stirring 
them to some activity along the same 
lines. 


I am sending in accordance with your ps 


request a copy of the Junior sermen 


preached on that occasion and I am also _/™* 
enclosing a copy of the regular sermon. Of SEs Ju, | 
You are welcome to use either or both. j 


If I wer e asked which + would prefer 
that you publish, I would frankly say 
that I shoulda like you to use "The \ord 
of God, " that is the ohe addressed to 
the adult congregation. 


Again I thank you for your commendation 


of our boys and of their teacher Iiss 
opining. 


Yours sincerely, 


RMshg Ross Miller 


The Word of God 
"In the Beginning Was the Word." 


"The Word of God" is infinitely more than any combination 
of spoken sounds or written signs. Such spoke n or written 
words as these may symbolize "The Word", but they are always 
something lessthan "The \Word" itself that they signify. Any 
Symool must necessarily be less than its corresponding reality. 
The real Word of God, is the living Jesus Christ dwelling 
within, behind, anc beyond these various words or signs. 

Words are after all only the vehicles for real ideas. They 
are,to be sure, necessary for conveying the deeper life mean- 
ings, but for all that, they remain only symbols. The Bible, 
God's written word, is in essence something far more than 
sixty-six books composed of words penned by Paul or others. 
fhe reason is that Jesus - "The Word of God" - is the living 
Bubject, the Life, the Essence, the Reality, God himself, of 
whom these books testify. The Bible tells men about God, Life, 
Jesus, the Word. So John begins his gospel with these words: 
"In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, m@ 
the Word was God." And Jesus says: “Ye search the Scriptures 
because ye think in them ye have eternal life. But these are 
they which testify of me." 

The Word of God is God Himself: God eternally expressing | 
Himself in a way that men can comprehend. 

Jesus, who is the essential burden of the Bible is thus 
uniquely the Very Word of God. Men can understand # Baby in 
Bethlehem bdo tec dying on Calvary if they want to. Through 
Jesus, the Father in a supreme, yet a profoundly simple way, 
agdresses Himself to lost men. WHesus Himself, living, dying, 


risen, does , in His very living, constitute God's eternal 


*« 
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invitation to man. He is that invitation expressed in 4 Life. 
Moreover, in’ words whieh approach the maximum of beauty He 
expresseé@ Himself ak pctabd thar when He says, "“Odme unto me all 
ye that labor and are heavy 1 den and I will give you rest." 
"I am the Way", 

Since the Word of God is God himself, it follows that 
that Word is indestructible. "hy Word, 0 God, is established 
forever." The burning of Bibles can not destroy the eternal 
Word of God any more than crucifying Jesus could destroy Him. 
Enemies of the Truth down through the years have never ceased 
trying to destroy the Word ana of course have consistently f 
failed. 

In the book of Jeremiah there is related a significant 
incident when the King Jehoiakim ordered the written words 
of the prophet bP ve cut to bits with a pen-knife and the 
pieces to be burned in a fre. But the account continues: 
"then the Word of the Lord eame to Jerimiah after that the 
king had burned the roll." Destroying the roll upon which those 
words were written did by no means destroy the Word of the 
Lord. Indeed Jeremiah took another roll and the account 
almost humorously adds; "And there were added besides unto 
them many like words." 

The Word inevitably rises again out of the ashes of the 
‘fires kindled to destroy it and becomes once more incorporated 
in flaming words that destroy those who would destroy it. The 
Rock of Ages can grind to powder. 

There is obviously nothing dead, lifeless, static about 
the Word of God. "In Him was life, and the life was the light 
of men and the light shineth in the darkness and the darkness 


apprehended it not." The Word of God is not a lifeless idea 


“oO 


we get by struggling but rather is a living Power that 

begets us to new Life if we cease struggling and just truste 
The Word is an unrelenting Love that forever besieges the 
stubborn citadel of man's heart; an eternal light that cease= 
lessly envelopes the darkness of the human soul and persistently 
presses in upon it; the Infinite Goodwill of God that beleaguers 
man's needy spirit; a Visitor from above who wrestles with 

man as He did with Jacob; the Voice of Jesus pleading with 

the will of man for a favorable decision as He did with Saul 

of Tarsus. He™besets men behind and before." 

Te Word of God is in the Greek New Testament = metines 
called "dumamis", meaning power. ‘The Word is not merely 
powerful but is Power: an"energy that energizes in us mightily." 

The Woré@. is an irrepressible expression of God's exhaust- 
less love toward mené The Word does not require men's 
theories so much as men's obedience: He does not call for in- 
tellectual support but rather for voluntary surrender; needs 
no human defence but rather pleads for man's devotion; does 
not require profound logic to establish "It", but rather 
asks for simple trust in Him in order to stabilize us. 

When the Word of God confronts a human soul, that meeting 
is no insignificant skirmish, but rather constitutes a spiritual 
Armageddon. The future is decided when the Wora wrestles with 
amane To meet Jesus decides one's eternal destiny. 

The Word not only does something to men, but also does 
something through them. “There was a man sent from God 
whose name was Johm. ‘The same came for a witness that he 
might bear witness to the light." “e who is possessed by the 


Word of God does not himself posess some frozen asset. 


poy. es 


Redeemed men, without argugent or delay become the spirit- 
possessed witnesses of the living Word who has done the redeem- 
ing. Redeemed men are inspired men, and being inspired of 
Christ they become emangelists for Him. David, forgiven By 
by the loving Word of God, expresses his glad testimony in 
this way: “Blessed is he whose trangression is forgiven whose 
Sin is covered." And Job, strengthened in histrials, bears 
witness in these words. "I know that my Redeemer iayeth and 
that He shall stand at the latter day upon the earth." 

Thus the words of the testimony gushing forth chiding tat song 
hearts of redeemed men like David and Job become for all men 
down through the years the very expression of the Wora of God. 
Sinners today can travel back over the words of Davida.to the 
loving word of God who first instigated them in David by 
forgiving David's sin. Through the words of scripture men do 
find Jesus Christ, forgiveness, life, God. 

So the Bible is the inevitable, indestructible expression 
of men's experiences of God's inexhaustible love in Jesus Christ. 

The Word of God can never be tvompletely contained in a 
book nor laid upon a parlor table. It is idolatry to worship 
the Bible-book as a fetish. But it is life and peace to worship 
the Eternal Word, Christ Jesus, whom thet Bible-book portrays. 

This living Word of God can, however, couceivably approach 
very close to a amin hear’ without ever touching it at all. 
For hearts can be sadly impervious to the kindly, unrelenting, 
persuasive invitation of God in Christ Jesus. Light waves can 
fall upon eyes that do not see ana sweetest music can fall 


unheard upon ears that are deaf. Men may see the Cross without 


Se 


seeing into it; may be eyewitnesses of His glory but remain “w+ 
spectators thereof. "The Word came unto His own but His own 
received Him not. " 

This much is sure: what men do with the Word, Christ 


Jesus, decides their eternal destiny. 


ly address not the signer of this 
aly ut The Chief of eee War 
Department, Washington, D, C, 


Rete 89 No, WAR DEPARTMENT 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF CHAPLAINS 
WASHINGTON 


December 3, 1937. 


Chaplain Stewart M. Robinson, 
Second Presbyterian Church, 
Elizabeth, New Jersey. 


My dear Chaplain Robinson: 


I greatly appreciate your letter of December lst. I thought that 
there might have been further discussion of the chaplains work after I left. 
One reason ¥ left was that my presence might cause some embarrassment in the 
discussion of this study which the Federal Council is making. 


Drs. Sizoo and Langdale called on me in the forenoon before the 
meeting of the committee. They stated that it was the opinion of some Fed- 
eral Council people that the chaplain should not wear the insignia of rank; 
that it might help to create a more favorable attitude on the part of ultra- 
pacifists if we chaplains should be divested of our insignia of rank. 


I told them that on the recommendation of Bishop Brent, Senior 
Chaplain, A.E.F., chaplains were not allowed to wear the insignia of rank 
during the World War, but that this action of removing the insignia of rank 
from the chaplains' uniform was thought to be a mistake, and that the in- 
signia was restored. In fact, after seeing how it worked, Bishop Brent said 
that removing the insignia was a mistake. He learned by experience as a 
member of the military service that which he did not know as a theorist. 


As an illustration of how inconvenient, embarrassing and impracti- 
cable it is for a member of the military services not to be in proper uniform, 
the following is quoted from “Het Wachtwoord," the official paper of the 
chaplains of the Netherlands, and those of us chaplains who served during 
the World War recall as I do how often our status was misunderstood and could 
not be explained to the many unbelieving. (This because that during the war 
chaplains did not wear insignia of vail! 

"On one occasion when I was returning, sunk in deep thought, 
to my room, the sentry shouted to me: “Halt: What are you doing 
here?" "I am going to my room," I answered. “Who are you, then?" 

"T am the field chaplain." I was wearing no uniform, so that the 
man could not make out who I was. “How can you prove it?" he asked. 
"Have you anything on you?" I replied: "To my regret, nothing ex- 
cept my honest face." “Then go in here and show it to the Commander 
of the Guard." The officer inside also failed to recognize me but 
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hesitated when I gave him the number of my room. Fortunately, 
a Lieutenant who knew me entered to inspect the room; the dif- 
ficulty was solved and when I told the story to the corps of 
officers it aroused great amusement, as well as expressions of 
approval with regard to the efficient sentinel." 


The chaplain does not have command. He is given rank for pay and 
allowances and prestige. It is not thought to be right to discriminate 
against him by taking from him the insignia he wears. The insignia of Army 
rank is no disgrace, and in the military service it carries prestige. It 
frequently happens that a major or lieutenant colonel can get needed equip- 
ment for his work which can not be gotten by a lieutenant. This principle 
applies in the Salvation Army, in schools, and everywhere. In the Army, 
however, without the insignia of rank, status may not be quickly understood. 


It seems proper and right, and square dealing with the chaplain, that 
the uniform should bear some emblem indicative of years of service and standing. 
The removal of the insignia of rank from the uniform of the chaplain would not 
only militate against the morale of the Chaplains Corps and the prestige of 
chaplains in the military service but would also make stronger the conviction 
in the military service that the handfof certain Protestant bodies are against 
both the chaplaincy as now constituted and the cause of preparedness. Any 
action such as withdrawing of insignia of rank for chaplains would be featured 
by the press in a way that would make for greater misunderstanding. 


Why sacrifice that which helps our work for the sake of pleasing a 
few theorists who from the outside of the service are telling us chaplains 
who are in the service what to wear and what not to wear? We wear the cross 
which is emblematic of our church relationship. All agree that this is as 
it should be. We wear the insignia of rank. It was taken off once. By ex- 
perience that action was found to be a mistake. Better leave well enough 
alone and instead of wasting time on the subject of what a chaplain should 
wear or not wear devote some time to the great needs of our service, among 
which are the following: 1. More chapels, and the need is a crying one; 

2. More chaplains--I could write for hours on this subject; 3. Helps, 
what not, in the way of altar and other chapel equipment, that the churches 
may furnish, not being furnished by the Government. 


In the interview to which I refer, when Drs. Langdale and Sizgoo 
called, these two gentlemen did not claim to sympathize with the ultra- 
pacifist point of view or with those who favor having the insignia of rank 
removed, but they were stating an attitude of mind existing among certain 
members of the~ehureh—and the Federal Council. It was their purpose to get 
my reactions. Just what Dr. Langdale thinks about this I am not sure. 


The morale of the Chaplajns Corps has been hurt tremendously by 
these people who do not otrel, to help our work but who would retard it greatly 
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if they had their way. The chaplains' work is now being carried on in a 
successful way. This I know not only from the reports on file in this 
office but also from extensive observations in the field. Our work is 
increasingly successful. The good Lord is blessing it. My advice is that 
of Gamaliel: “Ye men of the Federal Council of Churches of Christ in 
America, take heed to yourselves what ye intend to do as touching these 
men. * * * Refrain from these men and let them alone for if this counsel 
or this work be of men it will come to naught, but if it be of God ye can 
not overthrow it; lest haply ye be found to fight even to fight against 
God.” 


I am very sure that Dr. Sizoo is one of the best friends of the 
Corps of Chaplains. I learned from him and Dr. Langdale in this conference 
in my office that there is a eoaephatneaaie rb in the Federal Council 
favoring the removal of the insignia of r be ess the facts are pre- 
sented by others than those who are prejudiced, a recommendation may be made 
at the next biennial meeting of the Federal Council, which will accomplish 
nothing more than to create uncertainty among the chaplains and to adversely 
affect their morale. 


We chaplains have enough handicaps without having certain churches, 
which should help us, interpose another handicap in our way. May I say con- 
fidentially that perhaps the clergyman who is most active and apparently 
bitter in this attack upon the chaplaincy as now constituted is one who at 
one time sought to be a Regular Army chaplain but failed to get the appoint- 
ment. He could have been and perhaps should have been tried by court martial, 
for insubordination. When in the Army as a war-time chaplain he was not in 
a position to learn the service, and he was in the Army at a time when con- 
ditions were far from normal. In this study being made by this committee of 
the Federal Council I have reason to believe that too much misinformation is 
being received from those who are incompetent and prejudiced, ex-chaplains 
like the one referred to above. 


This office deeply appreciates your great interest and great help 
in our work. 


In regard to the Disciples who withdrew their committee from the 
General Committee on Army and Navy Chaplains, well, they have a committee 
that is functioning apart from the General Committee sponsored by the con- 
servative people of the Disciples Church. The Rev. J. H. Jope, who was on 
the General Committee, is chairman, and I think we are getting more Disciples 
as candidates than ever before. The Disciples generally regret that hasty, 
logrolling action at the close of the Kansas City Convention about a year 
ago. This ultra-pacifist, radical movement I think is on the wane. 
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If non-resistance would do the job of accomplishing world peace, 
we would of course all be for disbanding our Army and we would disarm our 
sheriffs and our watchmen and our police force, but we still have gangster 
men and gangster nations who heed only the language of force. 


Very sincerely yours, 


Chief of Chaplains. 


COPY 


FIRST PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF HOLLYWOOD 


Stewart P. MacLennan, D.D., Pastor Coe oll Gof 


Gower and Carlos 
Hollywood, California 


December 8, 1937 


Dr. Robert HE. Speer 
"Rockledge" 
Lakeville, Connecticut 


Dear Dr. Speer: 


Through Dr. Jesse Baird, president of our San Francisco 
Theological Seminary, I learned that it was faintly possible that 
Princeton was considering inviting Imil Brunner of Switzerland 
to the Chair of Systematic Theology in the Seminary. 


It was my great privilege to spend some time with Dr. 
Brunner in his home at Zurich, Switzerland this past summer. 
Then later on I spent some time with him at Oxford at the Confer- 
ence of Life and Work. . | 


At thet time I asked him if it would be possible for him 
to come to the Pacific coast, and conduct a series of conferences. 
I had in mind our seminary as well. Since hearing that you are 
thinking of inviting him to the Chair, I am vitally interested. 


You probably know that we have seven boys from the Holly- 
wood Presbyterian Church now in Princeton, and a large number 
preparing to golater. It would make us very happy indeed if 
Dr. Brunner is secured for the Chair of Systematic Theology. In 
my opinion, he has few equals in the world today as a teacher 
and New Testament scholar. " 


I have been hoping thet after your retirfent from the 
Board of Foreign Missions, you could give us some time on the 
Pacific coast. ie needyou out here in this great land of the 


West, and your presence would be a great inspiration and blessing 
to our churehes. 


With warm personal regards, I remain, 


Faithfully yours, 


SPM /emb (Signed) Stewart P. MacLennan 


COPY 


Rockbridge Baths, Va. 
December 7, 1937 


Dr. Robert E, Speer Bah hob 
"Rockledge", Lakeville, Connecticut - 


Deer Dr. Speer, 


I hope that you will pardon this letter from one who is a stranger to 
you. I do not feel that you are entirely a stranger to me as I have sat 
in your audiences many times and have received len andacoy ut and help from. 
meny of your books. 


I am writing te you because I have heard from various sources that 
there is a possibility of Brunner being called to the Chair of Theology at 
Prineeton, As you are chairman of the Board of Trustees of Princeton, I 
know that you will have great influence in determining whether or not this 
¢all shall be extended. I am, therefore, writing to you to give you my 
reasons for being interested in seeing Brunner brought to Princeton. 


I have been interested in Barth and Brunner ever since I graduated 
from Union Theological Seminary in Richmond about ten years ago. In 1933, 
I published a little book in which I attempted to estimate the signifi- 
cance of the Barthian thought for conservative theology. Since then I 
have studied much more deeply into Barth end Brunner, and I do feel that I 
an fairly fahiliar with Brunner’s whole system of thought. 


Brunner is unquestionably one of the two or three greatest theologians © 
in the world today. He is not as great a genius as Karl Barth, but he is 
more balanced in his judgments and more careful in his statements. Al- 
ready, through his translated works, he is influencing the thinking men of 
the younger generation in America more than any theologian in Britain or 
America. The coming of Brunner to Princeton would give to Princeton a 
prestige among the theological pen inartee of smerica that nothing else 
could give. 


The most vital need that we have in America is for someone to lead us 
to a serious theology that is sound in its scholarship end is vitally re- 
lated to the needs of our tims. In my opinion, Brunner is the best pre- 
pared man in the world to do this. I am thinking in this connection of his 
leadership slong two lines. The first is the battle of Evangelical Christ- 
ienity against a liberal theology that has ceased to be essentially Christ- 
isn. No one doubts Brunner’s ability to lead this fight. 


Equally importent to the church and more acute at Princeton now is 
the fight to prevent the church from being controlled by an ultra-conser- 
vative group that would dirve out of the church all that do not agree with 
them. From this point of view, I know that the appointment of Brunner 
will be made the occasion of something of a controversy in the chureh. 
But to me, it is very important that this fight that will have to be made 
over some men should be made over a man such as Brunner. lLEven such a man 
as Craig in Christianity Today hes to admit that Brunner is deeply evan- 
gelicel and thet he is entirely scriptural in his teachings. His conception 
of the Person and Work of Christ as stated in tae Mediator is in perfect 


harmony with the historic creeds of the church. This work is likely to 
remain the greatest work on the Person of Christ that our generation has 
produced, ? ie 

The only vital point upon which Brunner can be attacked by this group 
is his failure to identify the Word of God with the text of Seripture, and 
this is the point at which he gught to be attacked because this is the real 
point at issue between the ultra-conservative group and the great body of 
conservative Christians. If this fight is made over Brunner, the real 
issue will be perfectly clear. The fight will be made where it ought to 
be matte and where it can be won. Brunner is abundantly able to defend 
himself on this point. 


I am a member of the Presbyterian chureh in the United States. But 
those of us who live in the South are deeply interested in the future of 
Princeton. Ye know that Princeton is the center of Presbyterianism in 
America. In our own seminaries we have had a tendency to dodge the issues 
end to appoint men more for what they were not then for wheat they were. 

In so doing, we have filled Many of our chairs with inferior men. I want 
to see Princeton lead the way in the building of a truly great seminary 
because when it has been done at Princeton it will then be possible for it 
to be done at Union. : 


The calling of Brunner to Princeton will be rich in its ultimete sige 
nificance for the future of theology in America. It will make Princeton 
the center of theological thought in America, I believe that it will be a 
ereat step forward in the preparation of America for the day when she will 
need a serious theology and will need it desperately. © . 


Please pardon a long letter. My deep concern in this matter is my 
only excuse for not having confined my letter to a proper length. 


Sincerely yours, 


(Signed) Holmes Rolston 


ELLISON D. S$ , 8. C., CHAIRMAN 
BURTON K, WHEELER GEORGE W. NORRIS, NEBR. 
ELMER THOMAS, OK CHARLES L. MC NARY, OREG. 
GEORGE MCGILL, KAN ARTHUR CAPPER, KANS. 
JOHN H, BANKHEAD, ALA, LYNN J. FRAZIER, N. DAK. 


rat ea a \ Mnited Htafes Henate 


CARL A. HATCH, N. MEX, 


pemcos eee, miss, — COMMITTEE ON 

LEWIS B, SCHWELLENBAGH, WASH. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY 

mei +) garmbbcehipneg Washington, D. C. 
pace bee! Sata Dec, 9th, 1937 


C. A. LAWTON, CLERK 


Mr. Stewart M. Robinson, 
Editor, The Presbyterian, 
Philadelphia, Penna. 
Dear Mr. Robinson:-- 

I thank you for your telegram of December 
8th. Right now I am greatly pressed for time on 
account of the pending farm bill and other important 
legislative matters. When the situation eases up a 
little, I will be glad to give you something on my 


marriage and divroce bill for the Presbyterian. 


Sincerely yours, 


Capper for Federal Law 
On Marriage and Divorce 


By The Associated Press. | 
WASHINGTON, Dec. 6.—Sen- 
ator Capper, Kansas Republican, 
proposed today ‘‘uniform regula- 
tion of marriage and. divorce’’ 
through a constitutional amend- 
ment that would give to epi ae : 
this power. 
His proposal was referred to the 
Committee on J udiciary. It would 
| also standardize ‘‘the legitimation — 
of children and the care and cus- 
tody of children affected by an- 
‘nulment of one oS te or DY. dt | 
vorce.’’ 3 
Mr. Capper also introduced a 
bill which would require a two 
weeks’ application for license to 
marry, prohibit licenses to insane 
or those affected with certain dis- 
eases, and require parental con-. 
sent for marriage of girls from 
16 to. 18 years and youths from 
18 to 21 years. 


THE THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 


PRINCETON, N. J. 
REV. EDWARD HOWELL ROBERTS 
REGISTRAR AND SECRETARY OF THE FACULTY 


December 10, 1937 
MISS EDNA HATFIELD 
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR 


The Rev. Stewart M. Robinson, D.D., 
Second Presbyterian Church, 
Elizabeth, New Jersey. 


Dear Dr. Robinson:= 


Your letter of November 19th has not been answered 
sooner as I have been doing some research work in regard to the 
members of the Faculty in order that I might be very sure of my facts. 
I am listing the names of the Faculty as we have them today. 


Dr. Mackay, Wee Free Church, Scotland 
Dr. Armstrong, Presbyterian Church, U.S. 
Dr. Loetscher, Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. 
Dr. Blackwood, United Presbyterian Church 
Dr. Kuizenga, Reformed Church of America 
Dr. Mackenzie, Scotch, U.F. 

Dr. Gehman, Reformed Church, U.S. 


Dr. Piper, United Protestant Church of Prussia 

Dr. Wheeler, Lutheran Church until twelve years of age 
Dr. Farmer, Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. 

Mr. Roberts, Welsh Presbyterian 

Dr. Brown, Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. 

Dr. Mudge, Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. 

Dr. Bonnell, Presbyterian Church of Canada 


Dr. Armentrout, Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. 
Dr. Braisted, Baptist 

Dr. Bronkema, Reformed Church of America 
Dr. Kase, United Presbyterian 

Mr. Fritseh, Lutheran 


In regard to Dr. Wheeler, he was in the Lutheran Church 
until twelve years of age, when he united with the Presbyterian Church, 
U.S.A. 


In regard to myself, I was ordained in the Presbyterian 
Church, U.S.A. 


All this shows a very tolerant spirit I should say. 
Itindicates a great variety within the Reformed family. 


Best wishes, 


Sincerely yours, 


Mebokt 


THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
WASHINGTON 


December 17, 1937. 


My dear Mr. Robinson: 

I wish to thank you for your kind telegram of 
December sixteenth requesting a statement of my estimate 
of the place of the Bible in the world of today. 

I should very much like to comply with your request 
if I could possibly see my way clear to do so. Unfor- 
tunately, however, I have received so many similar re- 
quests for statements of various kinds that I have felt 
compelled to adopt the practice of declining to accede 
to them because of the tremendous pressure under which 
I am laboring at the present time. While I should very 
much like to make an exception in your case, in fairness 
to all I do not feel that I can possibly do so. 

I am enclosing a copy of my broadcast on the occa- 
sion of the observance of Universal Bible Sunday, and 
I want you to know that you are free to reproduce the 
whole or any part of the address in your publication. 


Sincerely yours, 


Mr. Stewart M. Robinson, 


Editor, The Presbyterian, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 


Westminster Chapel 


CONGREGATIONAL. 


TELEPHONE | BUCKINGHAM GATE, 
VICTORIA 1731. LONDON, S.W.1. 


December 29th.1937, 


Rev Stewart M.Robinson. D.D. 
Second Presbyterian Church. 
Klizabeth. N.J. 


My dear Friend, 


It was most kind of you and yours to send us 
a cabled greeting at Christmas. I hope you had a great 
time with the children and "Queen Anne™, and feel sure you 
did. I hope your weather was brighter than ours, for this 
year we have had some very heavy and trying fogs round 
Christmas. However we are over it all for another year, 
and are now approaching the New Year. When this reaches 
you it will already have dawned., May it be to you and yours 
one of the best you have knowm, 


With real affection. 


Always yours, 


— 


WVHA e 


December °0, 1957. 


Dr. Stewart M. Robinson, 
Editor, The Presbygerian, | 
1217 Market Street, 
Philedelphia, Pa. — 


Dear Dr. Robinson: : 
Thanks for your letter of ‘December 29. 


I will communicate with you if I find that — 
I will be in New York any time before you come to Pittsburgh. 


7 Since you mention Mr. Pexts name in connec- 
‘ion with the Pageant, I am wondering if he is also financially 
supporting the Pegeant to any considerable extent. I would 
also like to know, if you cam tell me, where the Pageent is 
being printed. It had occurred to me that possibly the Fara _ 
Journal which Hr. Pew controle might be doing the printing 
for the Pageent. If you do not happen to know, it will not be | 
necessary to make any inquiries regarding either of these points. — 


Thenk you for the information with reference 


to the Presbyterian. It is =n unfortunate time to try to raise 
money here, but still it may be possible. Pewee Be 


Yery sincerely yours, 


CC - Dr. Stewart M.Robinson, — 
Elizabeth, N.J. | 


